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DAN SMOOT 


MAINLINE 


Senator George Malone (Republican, Nevada) has written a book called MAINLINE, 98 pages long (plus 
appendix, index, bibliography), published in 1958 by The Long House, Incorporated, Post Office Box 3, New 
Canaan, Connecticut. Price: $2.00 for paperbound copy; $3.00 for clothbound co 


Here (abbrevated and in a few places paraphrased but primarily in the eure own words) is the broad 
argument of the book: 


The thesis I present is that a pincers movement is now in operation, both on the 


domestic and on the international scene. The first jaw of the pincers is political; the second 
is economic. 


A. clear illustration of the political jaw is the Status of Forces Agreement, a part of the 
NATO pact. This agreement puts the personnel of America’s armed forces, and the civilian 
component, under the jurisdiction of foreign courts. An American involved can get no help 
from his own country — at whose orders he is stationed abroad. The rights of his citizenship 


— his rights to protection according to American practices of civil and criminal justice — 
have been surrendered. 


While the situation is at present confined to military personnel and the civilian com- 
ponent, who shall say when the theory of its application will not be broadened? When will 
every American be included in its terms? Who can deny the possibility, now that the principle 
has been established? 


Thus, in the Status of Forces Agreement, we feel the pressure of the political jaw of the 
pincers. 


The pressure of the economic jaw is more subtle. Yet, the economic jaw is closing down 
and hurting all of us. It is causing spotted unemployment, the closing of plants. It is causing 
some firms to transfer their bases, and others to open plants abroad. 


Both jaws of the mighty pincers are covered with attractive velvet, but the jaws have 
teeth. 


THE DAN SMOOT REPORT, a magazine edited and published weekly by Dan Smoot, — address P. O. 
Box 9611, Lakewood Station, Dallas 14, Texas, Telephone TAylor 4-8683 (Office Address 1 Gaston Ave- 
nue). Subscription rates: $10.00 a year, $6.00 for 6 months, $3.00 for 3 months, $18.00 for two years. For 
first class mail $12.00 a year; by airmail (including APO and FPO) $14.00 a year. er om of specific issues: 


1 copy for 25¢; 6 for $1.00; 50 for $5.50; 100 for $10.00—each price for bulk m 
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THE 
Dan Smoot Report 


The political jaw of the pincers is hidden 
with such phrases as “the freedom-loving 
world,” ‘‘the western allies,” “international 
cooperation,” “‘collective security,” and “‘de- 
fense against aggression.” 
Expressions like “world trade” and “‘reci- 


rocity”’ hide the economic jaw. 
P y J 


The teeth on both jaws of the pincers are 
gradually destroying the American indepen- 
dence which our forefathers fought to estab- 
lish — making the American people subject 
to the laws and whims of foreign rulers, de- 
liberately making our American economy 
strategically dependent on foreign supply, 
until we can no longer defend our nation with- 
out the “cooperation” of turbulent political 
authorities who do not share our ideals and 
who are totally beyond the reach of American 
citizens. 

The objective of the pincers movement is 
to make the American people so subject to for- 
eign control, and so dependent on foreign eco- 
nomic and political decisions, that Americans 
will surrender what is left of their national 
independence and accept membership in a 
worldwide socialist dictatorship called World 
Government. 

We can escape from the political jaw of this 
pincers by a reversal of our foreign policy. We 
cannot escape from the economic jaw until we 
discover what it is and how it works. 


Toward the International State 


This article, abbreviated from Senator George Malone’s 
MAINLINE, presents historical background to the pincers 
movement which is taking money out of American pay- 
checks, taking jobs away from Americans, taking business 
and profits away from American firms and individuals to 
finance socialism abroad. All of this is done under the guise 
of promoting world peace and defending the "free world” 
against communism, but its real purpose is to lower Ameri- 
can living standards and raise foreign living standards until 
we produce the one-world economic system that all commu- 
nists and socialists want: 


From the time of America’s War of Inde- 
pendence to the present, there have been two 
broad ideas of government in the world. The 
American idea was new; the other, old. 

The American idea — basic in our Consti- 
tution — is that the people themselves, and 
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not the head of government, are the source of 
all political power. 


Were I asked what was the single key to 
America’s vast success, I would say it was this 
American idea of government as the carefully 
controlled servant of the people, for this idea 
unlocked the doors of the individual human 
mind. 

In their Constitution, the American people 
entrusted to Congress — not to the President 
or to any other agency — the protection of 
their liberty and sovereignty. Congress kept 
trade free within the States; and the people, 
unhampered by government, quickly built the 
American market into the greatest in the 
world. 


Ass soon as we had won our political inde- 
pendence from England, the political powers 
of Europe tried to capture our markets and 
make us economically dependent on the old 
world. 

It was not a question of individual Euro- 
peans or of European businessmen trying to 
out-trade Americans. In the old nations of the 
world, foreign trade was considered a political 
instrumentality — a means by which political 
authority (that is, government) could jockey 
for advantage and control. In America, trade 
— foreign as well as domestic — was an indi- 
vidual enterprise. 

We set up our “protective tariff’”’ system at 
the beginning of our national life, not to pro- 
tect our businesses from the rigors of normal 
competition, but to protect our whole econ- 
omy against the political-economic warfare 
being waged against it by foreign govern- 
ments. 


The Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act of 
1934 abandoned this American system and 
adopted the European politico-economic 
theory — namely, that the business and enter- 
prise of individuals must be controlled and 
manipulated to promote the policies of gov- 


ernment. Government would help individuals 


expand their foreign markets. Government 
would negotiate the terms of foreign trade. 


Thus, with the Reciprocal Trade Agree- 
ments Act of 1934, we took a great step back- 
wards into the age-old practices of Europe — 
taking sovereignty and power away from the 
people and giving it to government. 


The Act of 1934 gave to the executive 
branch of government the power to regulate 
our foreign commerce —a power which the 
Constitution had been very careful to give 
exclusively to Congress. 

Some say that Congress merely “delegated” 
this function to the executive. That is not so. 
The Constitution gives Congress no right or 
power to delegate its constitutional responsi- 
bilities to someone else. The elected represen- 
tatives of the people in 1934 abdicated, and 
the power passed into the hands of nameless 
appointed bureaucrats in the executive branch 
who are never subject to election or other con- 
trol by the citizens of the Republic. 


Framers of the Constitution had learned 
from history that a people cannot be free if 
they trust amy executive power. That is why 
the framers entrusted the tariff power — and 
all other essential powers of the federal gov- 
ernment — to the legislative branch. They 
bound the American executive down with the 


-chains of their Constitution. 


In 1934, Congress handed those chains over 
to the executive so that they could be used to 
bind Congress and the people. 


Supporters of the 1934 Trade Agreements 
Act proclaimed it as “progressive” and “‘mod- 
ern,” designed to meet the needs of the “‘mod- 
ern world.” But the Act was reactionary, a 
reversion to the age-old theory of the suprem- 
acy of government. 


Why was this reactionary step taken? 
America was the only nation on earth where 
people, and not executive government, had 
sovereign power. Hence, America could not be 
absorbed into the great one-world socialist 
‘tate until her political structure was brought 
:n line with the old political philosophies of 
“urope. The American executive must be 
siven unlimited power so that he could meet 


Page 3 


and deal with the rulers of other nations on an 
equal basis — that is, with as much sovereign 
power over the American people as other rulers 
had over theirs. 

Always before, it had been impossible for an 
American President (or his representative) to 
meet with foreign rulers on an equal footing, 
because the American executive was bound 
down with the chains of a Constitution. He 
couldn’t barter away markets or anything else 
belonging to the American people. Hence, he 
couldn’t make international deals attractive 
to foreign powers. The Constitution protected 
American citizens against such bartering on 
the part of their executive — and it set the 
Congress up as watchdog for the people. 


The Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act of 
1934 was the first major step toward giving 
the American executive the power to trade 
the rights and property and liberty of Ameri- 
can citizens for imagined political gains in the 
age-old game of international politics. 


Since that time, the American executive 
has been given, or has assumed, the power to 
meet with foreign executives whenever he 
chooses and to work out whatever deals he 
wants. 


All of this was done, of course, because it 
was going to help America. Has it helped? 
What have these executive deals done for 
America since 1934? 


Suppose we begin with Roosevelt’s an- 
nouncement that we would quarantine the 
aggressors, at the outset of World War II. 
Congress had no part in this executive declara- 
tion of policy. The quarantine announcement 
was followed by abrogation of our Neutrality 
Act, the destroyer deal with Britain, lend- 
lease, our convoying of foreign ships — our 
entry into the war. 

Operating under our newly adopted old 
world theory that our national executive must 
be free to act, on “an equal footing” with 
other national executives, our executive agents 
made countless international deals during and 
following World War II. 


And our courts have declared that these 
deals take precedence over our own laws and 
Constitution. 

American citizens have been subjected to 
court interpretations which rest on “the prin- 
ciples and purposes of the Charter of the 
United Nations.” 

In simulated invasion by ‘United Nations 
troops,” nine communities in California, and 
others in Texas and New York, have been sub- 
jected to martial law, mayors imprisoned, po- 
lice chiefs jailed, school teachers dragooned 
and their pupils ordered about at bayonet 
point. I know it is claimed that these were just 
“exercises”; but they have happened; they are 
fact. 


Our men and women in the armed services 

abroad, and their civilian component, are sub- 
ject to foreign law. Nearly 25,000 cases had 
been recorded by January, 1957. Hundreds 
have been jailed. If at times punishment has 
been justified, that is not the point. Ameri- 
can tradition and international law never 
questioned that jurisdiction rested with the 
sending country. But international law and 
American tradition have been set aside by for- 
mal treaty, sponsored by the United States 
executive and approved by the United States 
Senate. 


Many deals which the American executive 
now presumes to make are not even submitted 
to the Senate for approval as treaties. These 
deals are known as Executive Agreements. Ac- 
cording to the one-world internationalist 
theory that our executive must be free to ne- 
gotiate whenever and whatever he likes with 
foreign powers, these Executive Agreements 
are also binding on our citizens as “Law of 
the Land,” although the legal lawmakers for 
the whole American people — U. S. Con- 
gressmen and Senators — had no hand in the 
agreements and don’t even know what they 
are. The Secretary of State in 1955 said there 
are 10,000 of these Executive Agreements. 


These are some of the teeth that have be- 
gun to show on the political jaw of the world- 


government pincers movement that is squeez- 
ing the life out of our once free and independ- 
ent American republic. 


How about the economic jaw? 


Look at the Marshall Plan for American 
foreign aid. 

We had already poured out billions in lend- 
lease and more billions in UNRRA (United 
Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Adminis- 
tration). We had sent three billion, seven hun- 
dred and fifty million dollars to Britain in 
1946. 

The Marshall Plan was in addition to all 
that. It was announced as a “five-year” plan 
which would cost 17 billion dollars. It would 
raise living standards abroad and rehabilitate 
war-torn economies in Europe — and would 
help America, of course, by greatly stimulat- 
ing “world trade.” 

The American citizens who had to pay the 
bills for this vast scheme were never told that, 
before one penny of our Marshall Plan money 
ever arrived overseas, the European economies 
that we were supposed to be rehabilitating 
were already rehabilitated: the production 
level of the war-torn European countries was 
already above their pre-war production level. 


So, money was taken away from Ameri- 
cans and sent abroad to “bolster economies” 
already above their pre-war levels. The plants 
and tools and machinery which Americans had 
to buy and send to industrial Europe were 
built to produce the same kind of products 
which kept our own people employed. 

As we thus built up the productive capac- 
ity of foreign industries, the foreign political 
powers which control and use those industries 
for political purposes had to find ever-widen- 
ing markets. The European political-indus- 
trialists knew that the richest market for their 
American-subsidized production was Amer- 
ica. 


They called an international conference (at 
Havana, 1949) to divide up the American — 
markets among the foreign producers. The 
American executive (Truman at the time) 
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sent representatives to the Havana Conference 
and helped draft a charter fora global politi- 
cal-economic authority to be known as ITO 
—-the International Trade Organization. 

In recommending American membership in 
the ITO, the American executive proposed to 
g ve to this non-elective international agency 
the power which Congress had abdicated to the 
President in 1934: the power to regulate 
American foreign commerce which our Con- 
stitution was careful to give only to the elected 
representatives of the people. 


The ITO Charter was acclaimed as a char- 
ter to “free world trade.” In fact, it was a 
charter for international governmental con- 
trol of trade. It would have required our gov- 
ernment to plan and control the economy of 
the United States; and would have required 
our government to subject its own planning 
and controlling to the global authority of 
ITO. The ITO would have set up a world car- 
tel (controlled by non-elected international 
bureaucrats) to tell all peoples what they 
could export and import, what commodities 
they could produce, and what and how much 
they could buy and sell. The only thing “‘free”’ 
about the whole ITO scheme was the obvious 
intent to “free” the American market to wide- 
open exploitation by foreign producers sub- 
sidized by American taxpayers. 


Although the American executive helped 
write the ITO charter and urged American 
membership, the proposal never actually 
reached the Senate for consideration. The 
thing was so patently bad that the Senate 
would never have ratified the charter as a 
treaty. 


But it didn’t matter greatly — because 
GATT was already doing what ITO proposed 
to do. 


The American Executive — without con- 
sulting Congress: again exercising its new- 
found old-world power to negotiate whatever 
deals it pleases with foreign executives — had 
entered GATT, the General Agreement. on 
Tariffs and Trade in 1947. 
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The Truman Administration let the ITO 
charter die because it was apparent that the 
Senate would never approve the thing — and 
because we were already participating in the 
broad ITO scheme anyway, through GATT, 
by executive agreements. 


The Eisenhower Administration has con- 
tinued our participation in GATT, by execu- 
tive agreement, and has sponsored its own 
counterpart of ITO. OTC has now been pro- 
posed — the Organization for Trade Coopera- 
tion. Every year, the Eisenhower administra- 
tion puts pressure on Congress to approve 
American membership in OTC. But OTC 
is nothing more than a rewording of the old 
ITO scheme — and, so far, Congress has not 
approved. 


GATT was supposed to cure the economic 
ills of the world and to help America by vastly 
stimulating world trade. What has GATT ac- 
tually done since 1947? 


By participating in the General Agreement 
on Tariffs and Trade, the American executive 
has sold out — or given away — the genuine 
national interests of America. 


American products are being displaced in 
our own markets by foreign products. These 
imports are made by labor which is low-paid 
in comparison with wages here, and the for- 
eign labor is operating our latest model ma- 
chines. The products are coming in in foreign 
hulls while our own merchant ships go out of 
service. 


Our avowed policy is to increase living 
standards everywhere. The policy is’ increas- 
ing foreign employment, at the expense of 
American employment; but it is not increas- 
ing foreign wages. The difference between 
the selling price of foreign goods in American 
stores and the selling price of American goods 
in the same American stores is largely due to 
the difference between the high wages of 
American workers and the low wages of for- 
eign workers. 


No one wants a tariff that would free 
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American producers from competition. All 
that any reasonable person wants is a flexible 
tariff that would equalize the differential be- 
tween capita! and labor costs abroad and costs 
at home. 


If a foreign producer pays low wages, the 
amount of tariff he will have to pay to get his 
goods on the American market should be 
equivalent to the amount he would have paid 
to his own workers if his wages had been com- 
petitive with American wages. 


If we had that kind of tariff, we would cre- 
ate real, free competition for the American 
market; and we would encourage foreign pro- 
ducers to pay wages comparable to our own — 
because surely foreign producers would rather 
pay the money to their own workers than to 
pay it into the treasury of the United States, 
as a tariff. 


When the Reciprocal Trade Agreements 
Program first began, we were told that one of 
its primary purposes was to keep American in- 
dustrialists from relocating their plants over- 
seas — thus slowing down industrial develop- 
ment and throwing Americans out of work. 
The program has done the opposite of what it 
promised. The government’s foreign trade pro- 
gram encourages American industries to build 
plants abroad (with American government 
guarantees against confiscation), to produce 
goods with low foreign wages, and then to 
ship those goods into the “free” American 
market in competition with home industries 
that pay high wages — and high taxes to sup- 
port their foreign competitors. 


Sixty percent of our imports never did pay 
duties. American tariffs are the lowest of any 


major trading nation in the world. Yet, in’ 


addition to general tariff reductions made 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade, we have made over 55,000 special con- 
cessions under GATT. The only protection 
which the American executive has given to 
key American industries are those which are 
permitted by GATT. The American govern- 
ment must be permitted by.an international 
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authority to make decisions which it deems 
important to American industries! 


Low-paid foreign workers are now operat- 
ing the most modern American machines. 

Do the families of America’s workingmer 
feel they can long compete under such con 
ditions? Does any wheat or cotton grower in 
the United States dream that we can continu: 
to send seed and fertilizer, money, equipmen- 
and technicians abroad — without creatiny 
self-sufficiencies in those markets, and “crop 
surpluses” and “soil banks” at home? 


Under GATT and other international au- 
thorities, the decision on such matters is not 
reached by the people, or by their representa- 
tives in Congress. These matters are decided 
by international bodies, responsible only to 
themselves. 

And as these economic decisions entwine 
our affairs with those of other nations, we find 
our citizens subject not only to the economic 
but also to the political —and ultimately, 
military — decisions of international and for- 
eign agencies. 


Laws made under our federal or state con- 
stitutions are thrown out if they conflict with 
the ‘‘principles’’ of some UN agency. 
UNESCO adopts a resolution concerning the 
“equitable” distribution of “‘primary com- 
modities” throughout the world; and an ofh- 
cial agency of the executive branch of our 
government (the Paley Commission) declares 
that the United States is bound by this resolu- 
tion, because the resolution is based on a pro- 
vision of the ITO charter — although the 
ITO charter itself died because it was so bad 
that Congress would not consider it! 


Because trade and “equitable distribution.” 
of goods have been made a concern of interna- 
tional political authorities, Americans are 
pawns, not only in the ancient and endless 
trade wars of the old world, but in the political 
brawls as well. To maintain “peace” and pro- 
mote “‘world trade” we must constantly be in- 
tervening in the political and economic affairs 
of other nations. This calls for military alli- 
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-nces, and “‘mutual assistance,” and “‘collective 
c efense”— and it infects every local war with 
tie fatal germ of worldwide, international 
conflict. 


We have sent the men and women of our 
~emed forces into more than sixty foreign 
countries. We build apartment houses and 
schools for their families overseas, but we de- 
j cive them of their basic rights of citizenship 
aad subject them to foreign laws. 


We have created a military establishment 
which charges our fighting men with the mis- 
s.on to protect the world. 

This global Department of Defense in 1955 
employed 4,300,000 people — nearly 7 per- 
cent of our active labor force. The original 
cost of that Department’s assets was about 140 
billion dollars. It owned almost 31 million 
acres of land. It operated some 2500 separate 
business enterprises, in competition with tax- 
payers who foot its bills. 


We have loaned and given and spent in for- 


eign countries a total which may never be 
known but which already is estimated at 
something like 143 billion dollars — all of this 
out of the pockets of America’s working peo- 
ple. 


We are importing foreign goods at a rate 
50% greater than in 1948-49, while the per- 
centage of our own exportable goods which 


are being shipped abroad as commercial trade 
is less than in 1934 — when the whole thing 
began for the announced purpose of increas- 
ing our foreign trade. 


Why? 

Because we abandoned our American theory 
of government and adopted the ancient theory 
of government which our Founding Fathers 
had rejected and tried to protect us against. 


The new American theory was that the 
federal government must be strictly limited 
to the powers and functions specified in the 
Constitution which brought it into being — 
that government must be bound by the chains 
of that Constitution so that individuals could 
deal and trade with each other as free men. 

We gave up that theory for one which says 
that government can do for a citizen what 
government decides the citizen cannot do for 
himself. Then, the International State can do 
for our Nation what the International State 
determines we as a Nation cannot do for our- 
selves. 


Power must first be transferred from indi- 
viduals and state governments to the national 
government. That started in 1934 with the 
Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act when Con- 
gress first started abdicating its constitutional 
powers. 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a half 
years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following that, 
ae was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 

After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As the 
radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience giving 


both sides of great controversial issues. 


‘hat uses 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the side 
undamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. Smoot now has no 


support from, or connections with, any other person or organization. His program is financed entirely from sales of 


ais weekly publication, The Dan Smoot Report. 


If you believe that Dan Smoot is providing effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 
-he side of freedom, you can help immensely by subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan Smoot 


Report. 
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Then, power must be transferred from the 
national government to the International 
State. That started with the war and post war 
conferences which spawned a multitude of 
United Nations and international organiza- 
tions and multi-lateral alliances and treaties 


and executive agreements. 


The Way Out 


In the articles above, I have given, in para- 
phrased abbreviation, the broad outlines of the 
argument which Senator George Malone makes 
in his little book, Mainline. 

The startling specific facts, the tables of 
statistics, the documented history of what he 
calls the great pincers movement — all of 
these I had to omit. 

An average reader could go through the 
whole book — facts and figures and all — in 
three hours. 

I recommend it. 


We must completely reverse American for- 
eign policy if we are to preserve our independ- 
ence and avoid war. This may take years of 
massive public education and intensive politi- 
cal action. 

We must completely reverse the taxing and 


_ spending policies of the federal government if 


we are to keep our individual freedom and pre- 
serve our American system of sovereign states 


operating within a federal union. This will 
probably require a constitutional amendmen: 
(the Gwinn Amendment, as proposed in 
H.J.R. 355) and may also take years of mas- 
sive public education and intensive political 
action. 

We must — in our schools and colleges and 
churches and magazines and newspapers and 
movies and books and radio-tv programs —- 
have an expression of American ideals to off- 
set a quarter of a century of socialist-one- 
world propaganda that has brainwashed our 
people. That’s a long and arduous road, too. 


But the program which Senator Malone re- 
fers to as the economic jaw of the great pin- 
cers movement could be dealt a stunning blow, 
this year, by a simple act of Congress. 


Senator Malone believes that Congress 
could pull most of:the teeth out of the eco- 
nomic jaw of this pincers if it would just let 
the Reciprocal Trade Agreements program die 
this year. 

Senator Malone tells me that Congress, for 
the first time since 1934, is actually in a mood 
to do just that — that all Congress needs right 
now is a little more push from the voters back 
home. 


I believe the voters would give Congress 
that push if a substantial number of key peo- 
ple in every community would read Senator 


Malone’s little book. 


If you do not keep a permanent file of The Dan Smoot Report, please mail this copy to a friend who is 
interested in sound government. 


DAN SMOOT, 
P. O. Box 9611, Lakewood Station - 
Dallas 14, Texas 


Please enter my subscription for ( 


years) ( months) to THE DAN 


SMOOT REPORT. I enclose $ 


; please bill me for 


Rates: $10 for 1 year 
$ 6 for six months 
$ 3 for three months 


Print NAME 


$12 first class mail 
$14 for air mail 
$18 for 2 years 


STREET ADDRESS 


Ciry AND STATE 
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